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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 18-23, 27-31, 33 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Number 5,850,752 to Lax. 

Lax discloses an anti-theft device for articles, comprising a rigid parallelepipedal case 
(21) with two large faces (23a and 23b) and four sides (25, 26a, 26b and 26c), a first one of the 
large faces forming an opening for insertion of an article with dimensions that are essentially the 
same as those of the case (face 23a is openable via the living hinge to allow insertion of the 
desired merchandise), the first one face comprising a first raised edge (edge contiguous to 32 
when in the locked position) that is an extension of one of the sides, wherein the device 
comprises a trigger member (30) that can occupy a locked position, which is mobile in 
translation around an axis of a plane of the first face, the trigger member comprising at least one 
additional raised edge (32) which cooperates with the first raised edge to prevent the removal of 
the article contained inside the case (figures 1-4), the trigger member being mobile in translation 
along an axis parallel to a pair of side faces (when the wings of the trigger member are removed 
from the case housings, the trigger member moves in a translation parallel to a pair of side faces 
(the trigger movable in a linear direction parallel to the plane established by the case), the trigger 
member comprising two lateral wings (34 and 40), the case comprising two lateral housings (126 
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on opposed sides of the case), at least one part of the lateral wings being housed in the housing 
(40) defining a translation movement of the trigger so that the trigger remains perpendicular to 
the side faces during the movement of the trigger (figures 2 and 3), and a locking pull rod (35) 
that is mobile around an axis that is transverse to movement of the trigger member and which 
can lock the trigger member in the locked position (figures 3 and 4 show the motion of the 
trigger and the pull rod), as in claim 18. 

Lax also discloses the trigger member comprises at least one counterweight or a strip (62) 
consisting of at least one magnet-sensitive element (column 5, line 65-column 6, line 18), that is 
able to interact with a magnetic field, as in claim 19, wherein the at least one magnet-sensitive 
element is formed from iron (the magnet-sensitive element is made from steel, which is made 
from iron), as in claim 20, and the pull rod comprises at least one housing or orifice (47) that is 
able to house or receive the at least one counterweight when the trigger member is in the locked 
position, as in claim 21, as well as the at least one counterweight has a top section that is 
essentially T-shaped (via element 50) so as to interact with a part of the housing or the orifice by 
detenting (figures 7A-7C), as in claim 22, and where the device further comprises at least one 
spring (61), located under the at least one counterweight in order to raise the at least one 
counterweight inside the housing or the orifice of the pull rod (figures 7A-7C), as in claim 23. 

Lax further discloses the trigger member comprises a first orifice (the cutout on the 
peripheral end that allows the push rod to be flush with the case when locked; figures 1-4) for a 
pushing end of the pull rod to pass through, as in claim 27, wherein the trigger member 
comprises a second orifice (the channel defined within the trigger, figure 9) for another end of 
the pull rod to pass through when the trigger member is in the locked position, as in claim 28, as 
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well as the second orifice has a shape that is essentially identical to a shape of the another end of 
the pull rod (figure 9), as in claim 31, and a second large face (33; as the trigger is an integral 
component of the case) of the case comprises an orifice or an opening (36), as in claim 29, 
wherein the first orifice has a shape that is essentially identical to a shape of the pushing end of 
the pull rod (figures 1-4), as in claim 30, wherein the trigger member comprises at least one 
spring (52) that can push the pull rod back when unlocking the trigger member, as in claim 33, as 
well as the case comprises a lid (23a), as in claim 37. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such thai the subject mallei' as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24-25 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lax, 
as applied above, in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,926,164 to Broadhead et al. 

Lax discloses the invention substantially as claimed. However, Lax does not disclose the 
material of the anti-theft device. Broadhead et al. teaches of an anti-theft device having a case 
(2) made from a transparent polycarbonate (column 3, lines 34-35) in the same field of endeavor 
for the purpose of utilizing the physical properties of polycarbonate as well as displaying the 
contents of the case. It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to manufacture the case o Lax from a clear polycarbonate, as taught by 
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Broadhead et al, in order to utilize the physical properties of polycarbonate as well as displaying 
the contents of the case. 

Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lax, as 
applied above, in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,954,1 14 to Weisburn et al. 

Lax discloses the invention substantially as claimed. However, Lax does not disclose the 
case having wedging means. Weisburn et al. teaches of an anti-theft device having a case (2) 
and a locking means (3), where both the case and locking means have wedges (20, 21, 50 and 
51); where the wedges of the locking means are removable as they are attached to the locking 
means in the same field of endeavor for the purpose of securely retaining an article within the 
case. It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wedges, as taught by Wesiburn et al. into the anti -theft device of Lax in 
order to securely retaining an article within the case. 

Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lax, as applied 
above, in view of U.S. Patent Number6,l 13,720 to Fresnel. 

Lax discloses all of the limitations of the above claims(s) except for the case including a 
mobile ring that can fit tightly around the article housed in the case. Fresnel, in Figure 2C, 
discloses a mobile ring 20 that fits tightly around an article i.e. CD, 10. It would have been 
considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have 
modified the case of Lax to include a mobile ring that fit tightly around an article housed in the 
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case as taught by Fresnel in order to have provided a means for tamper proofing an article or 
article case (column 2, lines 1-10). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments fded April 4, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In regards to the argument that Lax does not disclose a trigger member mobile in 
translation along an axis of a parallel to a pair of side faces, a trigger member comprising two 
lateral wings, a case comprising two lateral housings and at least one part of the lateral wings 
being housed in the housing defining a translation movement of the trigger so that the trigger 
remains perpendicular to the side faces during the movement of the trigger, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Lax discloses the trigger member being mobile in translation along an 
axis parallel to a pair of side faces when the wings of the trigger member are removed from the 
case housings, the trigger member then is capable of moving in a translation parallel to a pair of 
side faces, in a linear direction parallel to the plane established by the case, the trigger member 
comprising two lateral wings, 34 and 40 disposed on opposing sides of the trigger member, the 
case comprising two lateral housings 126 on opposed sides of the case, at least one part of the 
lateral wings being housed in the housing 40 defining a translation movement of the trigger so 
that the trigger remains perpendicular to the side faces during the movement of the trigger, 
figures 2 and 3, once the wings are removed from the case housings. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER BOSWELL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7054. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 4:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patricia Engle can be reached on (571) 272-6660. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Christopher Boswell /Patricia L Engle/ 

Examiner Supervisory Patent Examiner, 

Art Unit 3673 Art Unit 3673 



CJB Idol 
June 25, 2008 



